CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW

Office of the Mayor and City Council ¢ 500 Castro Street ® Post Office Box 7540 ¢+ Mountain View, California 94039-7540
650-903-6305 » FAX 650-203-6039

January 13, 2011

The Honorable Anna Eshoo

United States House of Representatives
205 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0514

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL PROJECT
Dear Congresswoman Eshoo:

On behalf of the City of Mountain View, I want to thank you for your continued
representation of the Bay Area Peninsula concerns regarding the California High-Speed
Rail Project. T am writing to ask for your assistance to ensure the High-Speed Rail
Project is built through Mountain View in a manner consistent with our General Plan
and the character of our neighborhoods.

The City of Mountain View, like many communities along the Peninsula between San
Francisco and San Jose, is concerned with the impacts that construction and operation
of the High-Speed Rail system will have on all our communities. The City has
cooperated with Authority representatives and communicated our concerns about the
project in letters on the environmental scoping process (February 2009) and on the
Preliminary Alternatives Analysis (June 2010), both of which are attached.

The existing rail corridor presently bisects our City, creating a visual and physical
barrier within our community. Over the years, the City used its own funds to reconnect
our community with improved bicycle and pedestrian grade separated connections
across the Caltrain rail corridor and there are ongoing efforts to continue the
connection. It is the City's goal to reconnect our community.

Doubling the width of the corridor with an at-grade train track option only compounds
the existing problem. Therefore, the City Council has expressed a strong preference for
a covered trench alternative (Option Bl of Supplemental Alternative Analysis with a
cover added) in Mountain View. Negative impacts such as visual, noise and vibration
of the high-speed train are greatly reduced with the covered trench. The covered trench
provides an opportunity for pedestrian/bicycle paths or other beneficial uses along the
corridor. The negative impact to the City's thriving downtown is also diminished with
a covered trench.
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It has been suggested that cities pay for the cost differential between their preferred
design and the least-expensive design. The City is in no position to fund the difference
between the likely least expensive at-grade track alternative and the covered trench -
alternative. Iam asking for your help to ensure the High-Speed Rail Project is designed
and constructed with the lowest possible impact on our community.

Thank you again for your support of our City.

Sincerely,

at
c Siegel
ayor
RB/HK/7/PWK/915-11-30-10L-EA
Attachments
cc:  Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Barbara Boxer
Governor ]efry Brown
Senator Elaine Alquist
Assembly Member Paul Fong
Board of Directors, California High-Speed Rail Authority
Mr. Roelof Van Ark, CEO, California High—Sbeed Rail Authority
Mr. Dominic Spaethling, Program Manager, California High-Speed Rail Authority
Mr. Michael Séanlon, Executive Director, Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board
City Council

P.em'nsula Cities (South San Francisco, San Bruno, Millbrae, Burlingame, San
Mateo, Belmont, San Carlos, Redwood City, Atherton, Menlo Park, Palo Alto,
Sunnyvale, Santa Clara and San Jose)

CM, CA, CC(A), PWD, CDD, APWD, PM—Kim, F/c
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Office of the Mayor and Clty Council » 500 Castro Street-* Post Office Box 7540 » Mountain V:ew, California 94039-7540
650-903-6305 » FAX 650-903-6039 _ ‘

June 30,2010

Mr. Robert Doty

California High-Speed Rail Authority
025 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

COMMENTS ON THE PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS REPORT
Dear Mr. Doty: o

This letter transmits, on behalf of the City Council, the City of Mountain View's
comiments on the Preliminary Alternatives Analysis Report (AA) for the High-Speed
Rail (HISR) project. In addition to these comments, enclosed are completed Exercise 1
and Exercise 2 from the Context-Sensitive Sotutions Toolkit. These comments were
approved by the Mountain View City Council on June 22, 2010.

" We are pleased to have the opportunity to comment on the Preliminary Alternatives
Analysis Report and have worked collaboratively with your staff on understanding the
proposed project and its implications for our City. We hope owr comments will be
helpful in identifying the best solutions for our City and the corridor as a whole. We
wish to be quite clear about our very significant concerns regarding the High-Speed
Rail project and its possible 1mpacts on Mountam View.

The Mountain Vlew Clty Counml staff and many of our residents carefully consider ed
the alternatives in the Preliminary Alternatives Analysis. Many residents attended
community meetings, Council committee meetings and City Council meetings and sent
letters and e-mail expressing opinions and concerns about the FISR pr o]ect and the
alternatives. Based on the information available, the dominant opinion in our com-
munity and the opinion of our City Council is that the open/covered trench is the
preferred alternative in the City of Mountain View. The negative impacts of the project,
such as visual and noise/vibration impacts, are greatly reduced with the trench
compared with the at-grade and aerial viaduct. The open/covered trench is also
preferable when measured against larger community values, such as avmdmg further
division of our commum’fy with the rail corridor. ‘

The at—grade and aerial viaduct alternahves compound‘many of the negative impacts of

the existing rail corridor. The existing rails already create a visual and physical barrier
to travel in our community, and elevating the tracks (aerial viaduct) and/or doubling
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. DRAFT
'CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW
SCOPING COMMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY
(EIR/EIS)

February 24, 2009

GENERAL COMMENTS

Avoid Dividing the Community

The City of Mountain View (City) is bisected by the Caltrain Corridor (Corridor) that
creates a partial barrier to the movement of pedestrians, bicycles and vehicles.
Residential and commercial areas exist on both sides of the Corridor and the free flow
of vehicles and pedestrians is essential to maintain a connected community. The City is
concerned that the high-speed rail (HSR) project (Project) will include visual and
physical barriers such as berms, elevated structures, catenaries, fences and walls that
will further divide the commumty

The EIR/EIS must consider the impacts of visual and physical barriers and the project
should avoid structures that appear to or actually divide the community.

Noise

The City is largely built-out with few remaining vacant parcels and a wide mix of land
uses, densities and intensities adjacent to existing transportation facilities, including the
~ Corridor. Residents and businesses are already sensitive to the noise impacts of the
Caltrain operation on the Corridor. As City residents increasingly try to save energy by
opening windows to naturally ventilate buildings and as residential densities increase
along the Corridor, sensitivities to noise are increasing.

The EIR/EIS should carefully study noise impacts of the proposed Project both
during and after construction and should identify mitigation measures to address
impacts and implement proven design practices; the Project should not generate
additional noise to existing residents and businesses along the Corridor.

Right-of-Way

The Caltrain Corridor parallels Central Expressway on the south as well as local streets,
businesses and residential parcels. The purchase of properties and relocation of
residents or businesses for the Project may have a significant impact on the community.



The EIR/EIS should carefully evaluate the impact of purchasing properties and
relocating residents and businesses to implement the Project.

CASTRO STREET/MOFFETT BOULEVARD AREA

The City has an historic downtown commercial /residential area and multi-modal
transit station near the Caltrain Corridor and along one of the at-grade crossings of the
Corridor. The potential impacts of the Project on the City's downtown may be
significant and our comments are divided into four categories as follows:

CASTRO STREET/MOFFETT BOULEVARD

Castro Sireet/Moffett Boulevard is a major north/south arterial for vehicles, pedes-
trians and bicycles. Public, commercial and residential uses are along Castro Street and
Moffett Boulevard near the Corridor, so grade separat1on of this crossing will be very

challenging.

The EIR/EIS should consider all possible alternatives for grade separating Castro
Street/Moffett Boulevard and the Corridor, including, but not necessarily limited to:

~*  Depressing the HSR tracks beneath Castro Street/Moffett Boulevard.
. Depressing all rail facilities beneath Castro Street/Moffett Boulevard.
*  Depressing Castro Street beneath the tracks.

* ~ Completely or partially elevating rail facilities above Castro Streethoffett
Boulevard. ‘

. Closing or rerouting Castro Street/Moffett Boulevard.

¢ Moving the HSR tracks onto Central Expressway to avoid impacts to the down-
town and station.

DOWNTOWN BUSINESSES AND RESIDENTS

Downtown Business. Concerns

Downtown businesses in the 100 block (between the Corridor and Villa Street) thrive
due to existing Castro Street frontage which provides direct pedestrian access to the
businesses and on-street parking.

The EIR/EIS should consider impacts to the viability of businesses near the Corridor,
such as the 100 block of downtown, including, but not limited to, pedestrian and



vehicle access, parking and visibility. The Project should not adversely impact the
viability of businesses near the Corridor.

Urban Design Impacts.

Downtown Castro Street, including the 100 block adjacent to the Corridor, is made up
of primarily one- and two-story buildings. The scale and location of these buildings
help contribute to the successful urban design and the "look and feel" of the downtown,
which is highly valued by our community.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact of the Project on its urban setting and the
Project, particularly above-grade improvements, should not adversely impact this
existing urban design setting.

Historic Resource Impacts

The 100 Castro Street block includes a number of historically significant buildings.
These buildings are valued by the community and contribute to the charm of down-
town Mountain View. On the Moffett Boulevard side of the Corridor the Adobe-
Building is also an historic resource that was recently renovated for community use.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact of the project on historic resources and the
Project should not adversely impact the historic setting of the 100 block of Castro
Street or the Adobe Building.

CIRCULATION

Vehicle Access and Flow

The City's downtown street network provides convenient and accessible vehicle access
in an interconnected grid system of streets. This grid system disperses traffic through-
. out the grid with multiple access points, ensuring relatively free-flowing traffic.
Beyond Castro Street, many downtown streets are narrow residential streets and
residents are sensitive to increased traffic volume and speed.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact of the Project on the downtown Mountain-
View street network and the Project should not disrupt the flow and access of
vehicles in the area or create other adverse impacts to residents and busmesses
downtown. '

Pedestrian Access Impacts

The City values pedestrian access and convenience in the 100 block area and through-
out the downtown. Downtown residents and businesses depend on easy pedestrian



access to businesses throughout the downtown and across the Corridor and Central
Expressway.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact of the Project on pedestrian access and
circulation and the Project should not adversely impact the existing at-grade
pedestrian system in terms of access, safety and convenience.

Gateway Imp' écts

The community has identified Moffett Boulevard as an important gateway into down-
town. The City's General Plan update process will likely include public streetscape
improvement recommendations along Moffett Boulevard leading into. downtown.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact of the Project on the gateway status of the
Moffett Boulevard/Castro Street/Central Expressway intersections, and the Project
should not detract from potential gateway improvements and opportunities in this
area.

MOUNTAIN VIEW TRANSIT CENTER

Caltrain Station ;_md'Service Integration Issues

The existing downtown transit station and service are a vital component to the City's
existing transportation system. The station includes stops for Caltrain, Caltrain Baby
Bullet, VTA Light Rail, VTA buses and private shuttles. Maintaining the level of service
at the Mountain View Transit Center, both during and after construction of the Project,
is essential to the City. The City also has a large investment in the station, including the
construction in 2002 of a re-creation of the original downtown train station located in
Centennial Plaza, adjacent to the Transit Center.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impacts of the Project on the various transit services
provided at the Downtown Transit Center (both durmg and after construction) and
the Project should not adversely impact the convenience or level of service of the
station. The station and Centennial Plaza area should be kept at-grade with easy
vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access.

Downtown Caltr;:iin Station I’ai‘king Lot

The 330-space Caltrain parking lot is full by 8:00 a.m. every Weekday morning. The
City provides an additional 60 temporary parking spaces nearby which are also full by
early morning. Additional parking is urgently needed for transit service to flourish.

The EIR/EIS should consider the impact to the existing Downtown Caltrain Station
parking lot. The Project should preserve the parking lot for a future 600- to 700-space



parking structure. The City has funded and entered into a contract with the VTA for
their consultants to perform environmental clearance and preliminary engineering
for a parking garage at the station. The track alignment should not prohibit construc-
tion of the parking garage but should integrate it into the design of any station
reconfiguration.

RENGSTORFF AVENUE

Grade Separate Rengstorff Avenue

The City performed a grade separation feasibility study at Rengstorff Avenue with the
Council adopting the option to maintain the tracks at their current elevation while
depressing Rengstorff Avenue. In May 2008, the Council selected the completion of the
Rengstorff Avenue grade separation environmental study as one of the highest Council
goals for Fiscal Year 2008-09.

The EIR/EIS should assume the Council-selected option of depressing Rengstorff
Avenue below the at-grade tracks.

‘Maintain Access at Rengstorff Avenue

_ The community in this area walks, bikes and drives to the adjacent Rengstorff Park and
community center, many crossing Central Expressway, and it is important that safe
access is maintained.

The EIR/EIS should consider impacts of the Project on vehicle, pedestrian and
bicycle access at the Rengstorff Avenue grade separation. The Project should provide
safe vehicle, pedestrian and bicycle access.

11/9/PWK
907-02-18-09A-E-14



